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We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official
policies or positions of any party.  Your mileage may vary.  So there.
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Stan Olochwoszcz N2AYJ <n2ayj@n2ayj.overleaf.com> writes:
 
>>So, you take your basic "intro" examination on station safety and
>>FCC rules and regulations, then you pick the modes you wish to operate
>>and take an examination on that mode.
 
This was the ARRL's idea in petitioning for incentive licensing in 1963.  They
wanted to return to the era when o{the predecessor of the general license
alowed for cw operation (plus 2 relatively undesirable phone bands).  If you
took an additional exam on radiotelephone subjects, you would gain access to
the more desirable phone ban
ds.
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